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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Objections 

Claims 3, 1 1, 17, 23 and 28 are objected to because of the following 
informalities: The way the claim is worded is confusing. Examiner suggests rephrasing 
the claims to read: "... comprising visually identifying..." instead of"... comprising 
identifying visually..." 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 22-27 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. Applicant claim a method for creating a system yet 
the method does not create a system. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claims 16-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. The above-mentioned claims are rendered 
non-statutory because the system claimed is comprised by data structures. According to 
applicant's spec a data structure may include a data structure or code therefore 
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rendering the above-mentioned claims non-statutory. (See Applicant's spec e.g. 
Paragraph [0024]) 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1, 2, 6-9, 16, 19, 20, 22,25 and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) 
as being anticipated by Vale (US PG Pub 2002/01 16528). 

Vale teaches a method of entering a text and receiving text results that then are 
compared to a URL database and matches from that comparison are identified. (See 
Vale e.g. Abstract) 

For Claims 1, 16 and 22: 

Vale anticipates applicant by teaching a method on which a user enters a string 
to be searched and then it is matched to a database of URLs and the results of the 
comparison are identified for the user. 

For Claim 2: 

Vale anticipates applicant by teaching a method of comparing the results from 
the search to the URL database and identifying results. 
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For Claims 6, 19 and 25: 

Vale anticipates applicant by teaching a method of adding results from the 
search to the URL database for future searches. 
For Claims 7, 20 and 26: 

Vale anticipates applicant by teaching a method of storing results from the 
search to the URL database for future searches. 
For Claim 8: 

Vale anticipates applicant by teaching a method of storing results from the 
search to the URL database for future searches. The results being stored comprising a 
URL that could be referenced as to access the page it references. 

For Claim 9: 

Vale anticipates applicant by teaching a method of storing results from the 
search to the URL database for future searches. The URLs stored as objects that can 
be accessed. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 3, 4, 11, 12, 17, 23,28, 29 and 31 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 



being unpatentable over Vale (US PG Pub 20020116528). 
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Claims 3, 17 and 23: 

Vale teaches a method of entering a text and receiving text results that then are 
compared to a URL database and matches from that comparison are identified. (See 
Vale e.g. Abstract) However Vale doesn't explicitly disclose visually identifying the 
matching results. 

It would be obvious to someone with ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to visually identify the matches generated by Vale's method motivated by the 
fact that this way it would be easier for the user to identify them visually. 

C(aim 4: 

Vale teaches a method of entering a text and receiving text results that then are 
compared to a URL database and matches from that comparison are identified. (See 
Vale e.g. Abstract) However Vale doesn't explicitly disclose visually identifying the 
matching results by at least one of a predetermined icon, a predetermined text font and 
highlighting. 

It would be obvious to someone with ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to visually identify with predetermined icon, text font or highlighting matches 
generated by Vale's method motivated by the fact that this way it would be easier for the 
user to identify them visually. 

Claims 11 and 28: 

Vale teaches a method of entering a text and receiving text results that then are 
compared to a URL database and matches from that comparison are identified. (See 
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Vale e.g. Abstract) However Vale doesn't explicitly disclose visually identifying the 
matching results. 

It would be obvious to someone with ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to visually identify the matches generated by Vale's method motivated by the 
fact that this way it would be easier for the user to identify them visually. 

Claims 12 and 29: 

Vale teaches a method of entering a text and receiving text results that then are 
compared to a URL database (loaded as to make the comparison) and matches from 
that comparison are identified. (See Vale e.g. Abstract) However Vale doesn't explicitly 
disclose visually identifying the matching results. 

* • 

It would be obvious to someone with ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to visually identify the matches generated by Vale's method motivated by the 
fact that this way it would be easier for the user to identify them visually. 

Claims 14 and 31: 

Vale teaches a method of entering a text and receiving text results that then are 
compared to a URL database and matches from that comparison are identified Vale 
also teaches that the results from the search should be added to the URL database for 
future searches. (See Vale e.g. Abstract) However Vale doesn't explicitly disclose 
visually identifying the matching results. 

It would be obvious to someone with ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to visually identify the matches generated by Vale's method motivated by the 
fact that this way it would be easier for the user to identify them visually. 
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Claims 5, 10, 13, 15, 18, 21, 24, 27, 30 and 32 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Vale (US PG Pub 200201 16528) in view of Han (US PG 
Pub 2001/0044800). 

For Claims 5, 18 and 24: 

Vale teaches a method of entering a text and receiving text results that then are 
compared to a URL database and matches from that comparison are identified. (See 
Vale e.g. Abstract) However Vale doesn't disclose presenting saved comments 
associated with the matches in response to positioning a pointing device in top of the 
result. 

Han teaches a method of identifying with comments a URL to be saved in a 
database. (See Han e.g. Abstract) 

It would be obvious to someone with ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate Han's teachings into Vale motivated by the fact that way the 
user that had created this comments would have an easier time identifying the purpose 
or need of the preciously used URL. 

For Claims 10, 21 and 27: 

Vale teaches a method of entering a text and receiving text results that then are 
compared to a URL database and matches from that comparison are identified. (See 
Vale e.g. Abstract) However Vale doesn't disclose storing comments associated with 
URLs. 
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Han teaches a method of identifying with comments a URL to be saved in a 
database. (See Han e.g. Abstract) 

It would be obvious to someone with ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate Han's teachings into Vale motivated by the fact that way the 
user that had created this comments would have an easier time identifying the purpose 
or need of the preciously used URL. 

For Claims 13 and 30: 

Vale teaches a method of entering a text and receiving text results that then are 
compared to a URL database and matches from that comparison are identified. (See 
Vale e.g. Abstract) However Vale doesn't explicitly disclose visually identifying the 
matching results and presenting saved comments associated with the matches in 
response to positioning a pointing device in top of the result. 

Han teaches a method of identifying with comments a URL to be saved in a 
database. (See Han e.g. Abstract) 

It would be obvious to someone with ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate Han's teachings into Vale motivated by the fact that way the 
user that had created this comments would have an easier time identifying the purpose 
or need of the preciously used URL and to visually identify the matches so that it would 
be easier for the user to identify the results visually. 

For Claims 15 and 32: 

Vale teaches a method of entering a text and receiving text results that then are 
compared to a URL database and matches from that comparison are identified. (See 
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Vale e.g. Abstract) However Vale doesn't explicitly disclose visually identifying the 
matching results and presenting saved comments associated with the matches in 
response to positioning a pointing device in top of the result. 

Han teaches a method on which you can enter comments to be associated with 
the URL to be stored in the database. (See Han e.g. Abstract) 

It would be obvious to someone with ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate Han's teachings into Vale motivated by the fact that way the 
user that had created this comments would have an easier time identifying the purpose 
or need of the preciously used URL and to visually identify the matches so that it would 
be easier for the user to identify the results visually. 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Mariela D. Reyes whose telephone number is (571 ) 
270-1006. The examiner can normally be reached on M - F 7:30- 5:00 East time. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Bruce can be reached on (571)- 272-2487. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 





SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 



DAVID BRUCE 



